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day of judgement or vengeance, came on the antedilu- the day of judgment, the day of God’s vengeance on 
|vians, when the flood took them all away. Also on the Jews was meant, this objection is entirely removed, 
(Continued from page 76.) the Sodomites, when the Lord destroyed them with the credit of the inspired writers is established, and 
fire from heaven. The Lord knew how to reserve Christianity is recommended to infidels as a revelation 
2 Peter ii. 9, is the first, ‘The Lord knoweth bow | 44, 4... unjust persons unto a day of judgment to be pun- from heaven. 1 consider it to be some evidence, that 
to deliver the godly out of temptations, and to reserve | ished. But it may be asked, is this all the day of; my views of the day of judgment are correct, that they 
the unjust anto the day of judgment to be punished. |jadgment Peter refers to? J answer no; for he had fully and fairly remove this objection out of the way of 
(Evs hemeran kriseos koladsomencus.) Here, as in the some design in introducing Noah and Lot as examples | infidels. This remark, applies to other passages in the 
preceding texts it isadvy of judgment, and nat the | of God's delivering the godly out of temptations; and | New Testament, against which the same objection has 
duy of judgment. This is perhaps the most plausible | he also had some design in saying, that the Lord knew | been urged. 
passage iv the Bible, in favor of a day of general judg- how to reserve the unjust to a day of judgment to be } It will never do here, to say, that the day of man's 
ment, and onght to be candidly considered. ‘Though | punished as he did the antediluvians and the Sodo- | death is the day of judgment, and the commencement 
we are chiefly concerned with the last part of the pas-| nites. What tnen was Peters design, in introducing | of his future punishment. No, for it is‘contended, that 
sage, yet to understand this, it is necessary to pay! iis to the persons to whom he wrote this epistle? To) the day of judgment in this text, is to be at the end of 
some attention to the first. ‘*The Lord knoweth how | a.certain this, let it be noticed, Ist. That the persons| this material system. If so, the text is express in de- 
to deliver the godly out of temptation.” What per-| to whom Peter wrote, were enduring trials or tempta- claring, that the oanjust are reserved to this day to be 
sons then had Peter in view by the term ‘godly? It tions similar to these of Noah and Lot, whom he ivtro-| punished. To suit the common belief, Peter ought to 
js ovident from verses 5, 8, that he had godly Noah and | duces in the context. ‘The whole epistle shows this. have said, **The unjust are punished until the day of 
Lot in his eye ; and also the godly personsto whom he | He introduced this for the purpose of supporting their | judgment, and are to be more severely, yea, eternally 
was writing. Let us also ask what their temptations) »inds under these trials; the Lord knew how to de-| punished after this.” Nothing can be plainer, than 
were to which he refers?) The word temptation is of- liver those two righteous wen out of their temptations, | that the punishment here mentioned, commences at 
ten used for trial or putting a person to the test. Noah! nq he knew aise how to deliver them out of theirs. — | the day of judgnient, whatever day that may be. 
was put to the trial.he had great temptations among the 2d. As the Lord knew how to reserve the unjust, from 2d. The persons to be punished at the day of judg- 
antediluvians. ‘The same was the case with Lot| whom Noah and Lot suffered, to a judgment to be pun-| ment here mentioned, and the nature of their punish- 
among the Sodomites. See the context, and the his- | ished. so he also knew how to reserve the persors| ment, point to the day of God’s vengeance on the 
| from whom they as Christians, were suffering, to a day Jews, and not to a day of general judgment at the end 
declared here, **The Lord ‘noweth how to deliver the | of judgment to be punished. The persons, from whom | of this material world, Let it be noticed that Peter 
godly out of temptations The Lord knew how to| their temptations or trials came, were chiefly the un- does not use language expressive ofa day of generaljudg- 
deliver Noah out of his mptations or trials, by the | beliey ing persecuting Jews, as the whole \ew Testa- | ment. He does not say the Lord knoweth how toreserve 
ark which saved him, woiie the flood came in on the! ment abundantly shows. The context of the passage | allthe unjust to a day of judgment to be punished. Nor 
world of the ungodly. Tie also knew how to deliver! confirms this, for Peter, after saying that the Lord does the text, or the context say, that this day of judg- 
Lot eut of his te mptatio; by the ancels whom he kuoweth how to reserve the unjust uptoa day of judg- ment was to be at the end of this world, Nothing 
sent to Sedom; for this purpose, sce the history o} ment to be punished, immediately adds, “Chiefly those | like this is intimated, Peter, from the scope of the 
those events, aud compre verses 5, 6,7, of the con-!that walk after the flesh in the lust of uncleanness,| context, is evidently speaking of persons from whom 
text. Peter brought the history of those persons to | and despise government : presumptuous are they, self- | Christians in his day were enduring trials or tempta- 
view for the purpose ef esconraging thase to whom he willed, they are not afraid to speak evil of dignities.”?| tions, and he informs them for their consolation, that 
wrote, under their trials, ‘Phe Lord also knew how | Phe apostle proceeds to the end of the chapter, in giv- | the Lord knew how to deliver them out of their temp- 
to deliver them as he had done righteous Noah and | ing an account of their wicked character and conduct, tations, and to reserve the unjust from whom they 
Lot. Let us now attend to the second part of this | which all may examine, Now if Peter meant by the | were suffering to a day of judgment to be punished. — 
passage; “Aud to reserve the unjust unto the day of | unjust, all wicked men in verse 9, as reserved toa day | Now,those Christians to whom Peter wrote, knew from 
| of general judgment, why say, verse 10, but ‘chiefly | * hat ourLord had said,Mat.xxiv.and other sources,that 
is opposed to the word **godiy” in the first. Ag by it} them that walk after the flesh?” &c. Why any aday of awful vengeance was coming on the unbe- 
godly Noah and Lot were referred to, so the unjust 
| context, the character of the persons is thus described :| Was expected, and looked for with earnest anticipa- 
from whom their trials or temptations arose. See the They were to bring in damnable heresies, verse 1, and : tion, as the period when their redemption should draw 
context, and the history above referred to, Peter also; they were the many who should follow their pernicious | Digh, see Mat. xxiv., &c, Some of them no doubt had 
had in view the unjust, from whom the persons were ways, verse 2, What day of judgment to those men, | heard our Lord call this very day, “the day of judg- 
suffering to whom he was writing. The grand ques-| was then meant by Peter, verse 9? That he did not ‘ment.’? Peter’s language was not knew to them.— 
tion then to be setfled is, What day of judgment did ‘refer toa day of general judgment at the end of time, | !ndeed, in no other sense could they understand it, for 
Veter refer to, and to which he says the unjust were| but to the day of God's vengeance on the Jews, | | by no sacred writer had this expression been used in 
reserved to be punished? ‘Ihe common opinion is, *ta| shall attempt to prove from the following considera- | the sense in which it is now used among us. 
day . general judgment at the end of this world.”—| tions: Ist. Peter speaks of this day of judgment as But if we advert to the nature of the punishment 
But in opposition to this view of the passage, Jet it be | near. ‘The persons spoken of iv the co: text, were to| threatened, the above observations are confirmed, The 
recollected, that the Greek phrase is not éhe but a} bring upon themselves **swift destruction.” Their | verb kolazo, rendered to be punished in this passage 
day of judgment. Besides, the common usage of this | jadgment lingered not, and their damnation slumbered | says Parkhurst, signifies “to restrain.” He adds, 
expression, in the texts considered above, is opposed to not; see verses 1—4. But could this be true. if the|“this derivation is confirmed by observing, that the 
such an interpretation. Besides, it is contrary to the | day of judgment to them referred to the end of the ma- | Greek kolazo, is sometimes applied by the profane wri- 
use of this phrase in the Seventy version, as noticed terial world? Two thousand years have nearly pas- | ters in the sense of restraining or repressing, as may be 
above, from Prov. vi. 34. Peter heard our Lord make | sed away already, and how long yet to the end of this | seen in Scapula.”” This word occurs only here and in 
use of the expression, the day of judgment. and apply | World no man can certainly say. We are aware, that | Actsiv. 21, ofthe New Testament, where it is render- 
it tothe day of God's vengeance coming on the Jewish | many Christian writers have admitted, that the apos-|ed punished, and is evidently used in the sense of 
nation, The presumption then is, that he used it in |tles and first Christians thought that the day of judg-!repressing or restraining, which confirms what Park- 
the same sense as the Saviour did, in all the preceding | ment was to happen during their lifetime. ‘This ad-|harst has stated. But let us advert to the context of 
passages. The proof lies with those who assert that | mission, has afforded Gibbon and otber infidel writers, | this passage, and see if we can learn any thing as to 
Peter here meant a day of general judgment. But 1] ao unanswerable argument against Christianity. The j|the nature of the punishment at this day of judgment. 
shall proceed to show, from this text and its context, | fact proves, that they were mistaken, and if mistaken | It must be «lowed, for it cannot be controverted, that 
that Peter referred to the same period, and the sam» | in this very important article, what credit can be giv-} Peter says nothing about sending the nnjust to hell, to 
Pinishment, as onr Lord di. »y the expression **ihe jen toary thing which they have said? It in short de- | be punished at the day of judgment mentioned. No 
day of judsment.”” Let it be then observed, that a|stroys their whole testimony. ut admitting, that by ' pathetic descriptions are givea by him here of the mode 
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REMARKS ON “ THE DAY OF JUDGMENT.” 


tory of these men in the book of Genesis. But it is 





judgment to be punished.” The term ‘‘onjust”’ here, 


refers to the wicked antediluvians and Sode:nites, 














chiefly in such a case? If we look at the preceding | lieving persecuting Jews during that generation. It 
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of trial at this day, and the ditions misery in which it! wrath of God come on EA to the uttermost.— 


results, as is often done by preachers in our day. T ed 


context as we have seen, referstoa day of judgment, | 


2 Peter iii, 7, is the next passage. “But the heav- 
lens and the earth which are now, by the same word 


which came on the old world, and also on the cities of | are kept in store, reserved unto fire against the day of 


the plain. 
aod unscriptaral, 


Now, is there not something incongruous, | judgment, 
to allude to such punisoments of a| godly men.” 


(eis hemeran kriseos) and perdition of un- 
The Greek phrase here, is the same as 


temporal nature, if he meant to teach a day of judg- | in the preceding text, is used by the same writer, and 


ment at the end of this world, and endless punishment in the same epistle. 
No other sacred wri- apostle used it in the same sense as in the preceding 


in a future state of existence ? 


ter, ever availed himself of such temporal judgments, texts. 
But | verses, he should change its sense. 


to set forth such a day, or such a punishment. 
admitting, that Peter here, by the day of judgment, 


refers to the day of God’s temporal vengeance on the ‘calls them “ungodly men.” 


The presumption is, that the 


xxiv. compare 2 Thes. i. 6.. Again Heb. x. 39, it - 
said, “*But we are not of them who draw back unto 
perdition.”» On this text we would notice that Paul 
here wrote to believing Hebrews. 


They were suffer. 


ing persecution, verse 392—-35. Some of them more 
drawing or bad drawn back, verse 25. Addressing 
men's 


he Says, We are not 


What perdi- 


those who yet coutinued steadfast, 
of them who draw back unto perdition. 





It isnot probable, that in the course of a feu 
Bat let us notice 
the persons who are here RererTee toby Peter. Tle 
In the last passage hy 


Jews, & their punishment at this day, he only does what calls them “tanjust,”? but in neither does he tctimate, 


our Lord did before him. 


’ 


by fire from heaven, to illustrate the tempora 


ties coming on the nation of the Jews during that gen-! 


eration. In this, Peter, only imitates our Lord, and 


this being the way ia which our Lord improved those | 


Thus in Mat. xxiv. 37—40, 
and Luke xvii. 26—37, our Lord avails himself of the | 
flood on the old world, and the destruction of Sodom 
! calami- 


‘that the punishment or perdition at the day of judg- 
ment was for all ungodly or unjust men. No sucl 
thing is taught in any of the places where the day oi 
judgment ts spoken of, jurther, that ‘tt 
ha of those ungodly men 


a 
Notice ne day 


of judgment” and ‘‘perdition” 


‘are represented as simultaneous ever ts; or, if the word 


| ° . ° 
}and is rendered even it will make them the same;— 


past judgments on men, is no small corroboration of , ‘*Reserved unto fire against the day of judgment eren 


the views I have advanced relative to the day of judg- | 


ment. 

But further; at verse 12, Peter says, ‘‘but these as 
natural brute beasts made to be taken and destroyed, 
speak evil of the things that they understand not ; and 
shall utterly perish in their own corruption.” 
is in perfect agreement with the character of the un- 
believing wicked Jews in Peter’s day, and the dread 
ful calamities which came upon them. But it bears 
not the shadow of resemblance, to a day of judgmeut 
at the end of this world, or endless misery in hell. 
Had Peter, by a day of judgment, verse 9, referred to 
the orthodox judgment at the end of this world, like 
them he would have gone on to describe. the terrible 
and endless punishment of such wicked characters. — 
Well, say some, ‘does not Peter do this very thing? | 
for at verse 17 he says, ‘to whom the mist. of darkness 
is reserved for ever.’ ” 
for granted the very things which ought to be proved, 
that this mist of darkness is natural darkness, is in a 
future state of existence, and is endless in its duration. 
These things they will not find easily proved. It may 
then be asked, 
with your views of a day of judgment? It is their 
perfect agreement with my views, which leads me 
partly to conclude, that they are correct. I have then 
said, that the day of judgment refers to the temporal 
vengeance which came on the Jews. Allowing then 
that the term darkness, refers to moral darkness here, 


as it certainly does in many places in scripture, as | 


could be easily shown if it were necessary, it exactly 
answers to the present situation of the Jews. Since 
that period, their eyes have been darkened that they 
might not see: Blindness has happened unto them, 
and will continue until the fulness of the Gentiles be 
come in, This has coutinued already for nearly two 
thousand years. And although it is not to be endless 
iv its duration, yet it may be said to be for ever in the 
Jewish usage of this expression. In concluding my 
remarks on this passage, I shall briefly notice the de- 
claration, **the Lord knoweth how to reserve the un- 
just unto the day of judgment to be punished.” The 
general meaning of the word rendered reserve is, “to 
keep, or reserve something until afterwards.’ Ifthe 
juection is here asked, reserve or keep the ‘unjust till 
ailer what? The answer is, until! after the Lord hath 
delivered the godly out of theirtemptations. ‘The an- 
ediluvians were not punished, until after God had 


delivered Noah and shut him safely up in the ark.—_ 


he Sodomites were not punished until Lot had escap- 
ed from Sodom. ‘Haste thee,” sdid the aiizel to Lot, 
‘for | cannot do apy thing till thou be come thither.” 
‘The Lord also reserved the unbelieving Jews, until af- 
ter his disciples had left the city and were safe in Pel- 
ia. Seeing the signs given by our Lord, Mat. xxiv. 


they left it, Then, and not entil then, did the 


All this | 


|is also rendered damnable and damnalien. 
11, 3, and is applied to the heresies and punishment of 


Yes, but such persons take | 


“show do you make these words agree | 


To most people the word 
It not only 


| perdition of ungodly men.” 
| perdilion conveys something tremendous. 
but to a punisb- 
inconceivable in its nature, and endiess in its 
The following are all the places where the 


leads their minds into a future state, 
i ment, 
| duration. 
‘original word rendered perdition occurs in the New- 
and the various ways it is translated in 
‘our version. It is rendered waste, Mat.xxvi. 8. Mark 
xiv. 4; and applied to a box of ointment. It is ren- 
dered pernicious, 2 Peter ii. 2, and applied to the ways 
'of the false teachers. In Acts viii. *Thy 
mouvey perish with thee,”? which surely does not mean 
!thy money goto hell or endless misery with thee.” It 
2 Peter ii. 


| Testament, 


20, perish ; 


the false teachers. Is not the damnation that slum- 
bereth not, and the judgment that lingered not, the 
same, and do not both refer to the tempora! punish- 
‘ment of which we have spoken on the preceding pas- 
sage? Had the word been rendered destruction, as it 
isin some other texts, endless misery 


would never 


the Jews, but in none of them does it refer to endless 
misery ina future state. But in the following texts it 
is rendered perdtiion. ‘The beast that ascendeth out 
| of the bottomless pit shall *‘go into perdition.’ 
this into endless hell torments? $—11. 
safs, 1 Tim. vi. 9, ““They that will be rich fall into 
temptation, and a spare, and into many foolish and 


7 


Was 


rR , 
sveV. 


dition.” Is not the destruction and perdition referred | 
to, explained in the next verse, 


themselves through with many sorrows.”’ ‘To say it 


accommodating the language of scripture in support of | | 
such an assumption. In John xvii.12, Judas is called | 
the “‘son of perdition.”” Did not he, by his love of a 
money, pierce himself through with many sorrows, and 
drown himself in destruction and perdition? Bad as | 
Judas was, it is not said he went to hell, or even into 
Mr. S.’s future retribution. In 2 Thes. ii. 3, Paul} 
calls the manot sin, ‘Ihe son of perdition.” Any | 
one who consults Whitby on this chapter, may see evi- | 
dence stated, which will not be easily refuted, that 
the son of perdition referred to the unbelieving Jews. 
Phil. i. 28, *tand in nothing terrified by your adversa- 
ries: Which is to them an evident token of perdition.” | 
It could be easily shown, that the adversaries of cliris- 
tians in the apostles’ day, were the unbelieving Jews. 
Their persecutors filled up the measure of their iniqui- 
ty, and were aa evident token of the perdition or 
destruction, which came on them as.predicted, Mat. 


“ 
| 


} 





- 
= 
| tion? 
| 


,credit of 


have been thought of from this passage. ‘Thus it is 
rendered destruction, 2 Peter ii. 1, and iii. 16. Pil. 
iii, 19. Mat. vit. 13. Rom. ix. 22. Ip some of these | 


texts it evidently refers to the temporal destruction oi | 
} at. 
'common cpinion of a davof judgment is assumed, &this& 


| the credit of tk 


Paul | 


burtful lusts, which drown men ip destruction and per- be punished unti] this period, as 


refers to endless misery is adding to the divine record, | terial world ? 
It is first assuming the question in debate, and then | the earth 


tion ° Ye should think this must be the perdition or 
on th 
Mat. 


1! Christ’s disciples, 


ion coming eir nation, for this was pre- 


i by our Lord, xxiv. and was & thive gep. 


erally expected by al He tbat en- 
| dured to the end was saved. 

| Let us now consult the context. and see if it does 
not afford evidence in support of the views we haye 
stated. Upon the supposition that a day of judoment 
at the end of this world is meant, it must follow, that 
the apostles expected it to take place during that gen- 
eration. They 
were looking for it, and hastening to it, and Christians 
were earnestly exhorted to be prepared for its arrival. 
See verses 11—18. it was looked 
that the scoffers considered God slack as to his promise 
concerning it. Feter accounts for its delay on account 
of God’s long-suffering. See verse 9. It will not be 
questioned that the unbelieving Jews during that gen- 
eration were ungodly, scoffers, walking after their own 
Nor will it be denied, that in view of the day 
nation,-Christ’s 
disciples were exhorted to patience and watchfulness. 
This day, both by our Lord and Peter, is represented 
See Mat. xxiv. 
xt of the passage 


The whole context goes to show this. 


upe u 


as SO near, 


lusts. 
of awful] judgment coming on them as: 


by the coming of a thief in the night, 

43, and compare verse 10 of the contex 
}under consideration. Are we then, in support of the 
common — of a day of judgment, to admit that 
Peter and the first christians were all mistaken? Such 
a supposition would show that they were mistaken. But 





aa . . - . . . 
if we admit this,does not this very admission invalidate 


Why not also mistaken in 
And 

vriters upon such a supposi- 
ition that a day of judgment 
the 


the whole of their testimony? 
that they have written? who can answer 
and other infidel 
But on the suppes 
Jews is referred to, all is plam and easy, 
the 
what our Lord predicted. 
during that period, and a 


Gibbon 


on the 


+} ; wf ~ ta cnmn inise 
apostles is supported, and is in unison 


with TVhis was an event 
looked for 


suitable conduct was expected from them in view oi 


by all christians 
All this is plain from the New Testament, but the 


other texts are _— in proof of it, at the expense of 
e New Testament writers, aud in oppo- 
But ii the common 
and the 


context. 
nent, founded on this 
} rod} 2H t 
the ungodly are notto 
has 
lam aware that it may be objected, 


sition to the scope of the 


f 


opinion ofa day of judg: 
preceding texts be admitted, 
already been 


| shown. ++ Does 


nd called, ‘pie reing | lsat the language used in the context show that Pet 


ng of a day of judgment at the eud of this ma- 


Does be not speak of the heavevs and 
st this day 7? 


lis speaki 


being reserved unto fire agains 
And does he not describe the dissolution of the present 
system in very awtul and plain language?” See 
verses 7, 10-—13.. In answer to this Jet it be noticed, 

hat this can occasion no real difficulty, to those who 
have considered, that the prophets often describe in 
very similar language, the dissolution of kingdoms, oF 
ereat political and moral changes in the earth. ‘That 
‘they have described the removal of the Jewish d lispen- 
sation, in the very same or similar language could be 
leasily shown if it were necessary. Those who wish to 
see this proved may consult M’Knight on Mat. xxiv. 
and other commentators. If it is contended that the 
end of this material world is described in verses 7—12, 
it must also be admitted, that a new material heavens 
and earth are promised, verse 13, to succeed their dis- 
solution. Ifthe one is to be understood literally, why 
not also the other? But the new heavens and new 
earth, are allowed to signify the establishment of the 
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which is often called the kingdom 
ure; and in the language ol the Old 
See Isa. 


pew dispensation, 


of heaven in script 
Testamen', new heavens and new eartli. 


1 Joho iv. "17, is the only other text in which the 
expression ‘the day of judgment” occurs. ‘*Ferein 


is our love made perfeet, that we may have bolduess 
jv the day of judgment: (en fe hemera tes kriseos :) be-' 
cause as he is, so are we in this world.’? This is the 
only text where this phrase is used with the article /he. 
Ii can occasion no sericus difficulty to my views of this 
phrase, for if the day of God’s judgmeut on the Jews, 


a thing expected during that generation, and no 


was 
douht was a subject familiar among christians, it was 
natural to speak of it as the day of judgment. At 


the time John wrote, t nis day was near, and they are 
exborted to watchfulness, that they might have bold- 
pess and not be ashamed before him at his coming.— 
Compare chap. it. 28; Mat. xxvii. 24—51. 

Such are all the places in the bible, where the 
phrase, “the day of judgment,” oceurs. In concluding 
our remarks, we would ask, if this phrase re‘erred toa 
judgment day at the end of time for all mankir «',is it not 
rather surprising that the Old Testament writers 
should say nothing aboutit? Isit not equally strange, 
that the New ‘lestament writers, when they do use it, 
are not treating of the end of this world, but of the day 
I ask 


if the sacred writers believed just as people do 


of vengeace which came on the Jewish nation. 
further, 
now about this, how came it to pass that they preach- 
ed so little about it, compared with preachers in our 
day? The book of the Acts contains the history of the 
apostles’ preaching for thirty years, and chap. x. 42. 


1, are the chief, if not all the texts 


xxiv. 25, and xvii. S 
which would be quoted,to prove that they preachedthis 
doctrine. The last of these Mr. Sabine quotes, p.54, in 
proof of his We have made some 


remarks on it in the Universalist Magazine, vol. 5, but 


tuture retribution. 


our limits forbid their insertion, as well as a considera- 


tion of these and other passages which are supposed to 


pe 
prove this subject. l ask again, why preachers now 
speak of the day of judgment in connexion with the | 
resurrection of all the dead and the end of this world, 


When it appears that this was not done by the inspir- 


ed wrifers? In short, ifthe day of judgment referred 


to the judzment of all mankind at the end of time, let 
it be rationally and scripturally accounted for, why it 
isseemingly introduced when they are speaking of 
Goa@’s awful judgments on the Jewish nation. 





From the (Philadelphia) Reformer. 


EARLY CORRUPTION IN THE CHURCH. 


It is said of Gregory Nazianzen, who was born 324. 


and was sometime Bishop at Constantinopie, that when 


‘ummoned to attend the re-assembling of a genera 


OUTDCII DI { ishops, v hi onan I 


en held the year be- 


Fann hh, of 7 ¢ ‘ aim tet P } : : 
fore, he refused tv give his attendarce.and even did not 


hesitate to censare all such mectings as factious, and 
governed by pride and ambition. “If 1] must speak the 
truth,” says he, ‘this ismy resolution,—to avoid all 
Councit s of the® tishops, for | have not seen any gon! 
; for their love ot 


on, and their lust sali are too great ever 
for wor s to express.’’ 


end answered by any synod whatever 
confer 


Pe) Noman Emperors had now embraced the Christ- 
an relizion and patronized the Bishops, 
Poured into the church like a flood. 


ee. 


and iniquity 


ee 


NEW ASSOCIA’ ION, 








We learn by 
N.Y. that th 
the adjacent 
Thursday |: 


the Columbian Republican, of Hudson, 
Universalist Brethren in that city and 
Lewns were to assemble at Hudson on 
for the perpose of forming » new Asso- 


Cit wr} ce} ; j i 
ation, which we understand is to be called the fud- 
son Association. we 


MAGAZINE. 








FOR THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 
SUSTIFICATION BY WORKS. 
Perhaps no snhjert has been more misunderstoor 


than that of good works. Almost all the christian de- 
nominations, pot excepting the Universalists, have re- 





.} even capable of performing, could avail in the least to- 
‘wards justifying us in the sight of God. 


i condemnation, if we are amenable to that law. 


| Chris t, 


| submitted themselves to the righteousness of God, was, | 


that they went about to establisha hightoonenie’d of | 


presented that no good works whatever, which we are 


This senti- 
ment they have supposed to be dircetly asserted by 
such texts asthe following : ‘hy the deeds of the law, 





there shall no flesh be justified in his sight ;” ‘we con- 
clude that a man is justified by faith, without the deeds 


of the law =? &c. And the reader himseli will, per 
haps, be ready to exclaim, Can there be any donbt on 
this subject, while we have so fulland explicit testi- 
monies? 
The reader is 
ne circumstance, which he will probably at first think 


, however, requested to take notice of 





of no importance, viz. that the scriptures just quoted | 
and referred to, do not assert that ‘by good works, no| 
flesh shall be justified,’ nor that * a man is justified by | 
faith, without good works.’ The deeds of the law, and’ 
not good works, are what these passages declare un- 
necessary to justification. He is also desired to con- 
sider for a moment whether it is possible, in the nature | 





of things, that man should be really justified, any far- 
ther than he is righteous? We may indeed call him | 
justified even in his sin; but calling him so, does not 
alter the case. Just so far as he transgresses the law , 
of rectitude, he is guilty; and there is no way for re- 
presenting him as, in this respect, justified, but by 
calling things precisely what they are not. The im- 


teousness; and nothing short of this can free us from 
But, says the reader, however self-evident these 


statements appear, St. Paul certainly asserts, in so} 
many words, that ‘*now we are delivered from the law;” 


and so far from making any account of his own rightee | 





83 





able had ave and common consent rendered the Pha- 
i¢aical mode of worship, that it proved a very difficult 
‘ask to convince even the Christian converts that they 
were not boithd to “keep the law.” During almost all 
the Apostolic age, there were industrious emissaries 
traversing not only Judea, but also the Gentile world, 
avd teaching the Churches that they must become cir- 
cumcised, and observe all things commanded in the 
law of Moses. Among the Galatians particularly 
they were so successful as tu bring them over to the 
practice of Judaism. Such being the circumstances 
with which St. Paul had to contend. we find him, as 
we should naturally expect, repeatedlv insisting on 
the use'ossnees of the deeds of the law, and treating all 
the boasted righteousness thereof with contempt. 
Marcus. 





mutable law of right and wrong requires actual righ- | 
| the balance 





From the Christian Intelligencer, 
THE VERMONT LEGISLATURE. 


It will be recollected by some of our readers, that 
less than a year since, we gave a brief sketch of the rav- 
ings of orthodoxy, inVermont,on accoynt of the appoint- 
meut of Rev. R. Bartlett, of Hartland, a Universalist, 


to preach the Election Sermon, in that State, before the 


Legislature, which is now in Session. Pompous ce- 


|mands were made, by the pious friends of equal rights, 


in Vermont, for the regenerate free-holders to arise, in 
the majesty of their strength, and elect godly repre- 
sentatives who would denounce universalism by an 
official voice, nor permit ifs advocates to hold a name 
or standing in the grand confederacy of christian de- 
nominations. And probably they have tried their 
strngth to the utmost; but alas! they are weighed in 
and found wanting; for, notwithstanding 
all their fulminations and threats, the present enlight- 


beng and liberal Legislature have chosen the Rey. 


| J. L. Palmer of Barre, another Universalist,their Chap- 
‘lain. (The Rev. Mr. Bartlett, decline | being a candi- 
date on account of his being sent arep resentative from 


ousness, the apostle prays that he may be found in| Hartland.) 


‘not having on his own righteousness.” He | 


So that, in addition to this renewed expression of the 


(even represents that the reason why the Jews had eT voice of the State, there are, in its present Assembly, 


their own. 

it is now time to bring this subject out of the confu- | 
sion in which the reader seems to contempiate it.— 
‘The deeds of the law is a phrase that has no reference 
to moral righteousness, or good works; it means sim- 





'&c. And the law, spoken of in such phrases, is not the 


ply the rituals and ceremonies of the Mosaic dispensa- 
tion, such as circumcision, washings, sacrifices, fasts, 


eternal jaw of moral right & wrong, but the ceremonial 
code, given at Mount Sinai. Did St. Paul, think you, 
meay that we are delivered from the unchangeable | 


‘Transgress it, and its Cuastise- | 





moral law of God? | 
ments will soon make you know that you are under its | 
jurisdiction. Could the apostle pray that he might) 
not be actually righteous, when found in Christ? No. 
| What then did he mean in the passage alluded to?— 
auswer: that he might bave pone of that righteous 


uess of the law, touching which he had just said he 





was blameless, while a Vharisee and Persecutor. (See 
the passage in Phil. iii, 6~9) God grant that we may 
ali put off that rigbteousness which leads us to perse- | 

cute, and to abuse our tellow creatures! The fact | 

was, St. Paul, or rather Saul, had been a most rigid | 
avd faithful observer o: all the ceremonies prescribed 
tuthe old law and sanclioved by tradition, so that u. 
omission or teglect of them could have been charg: 

against him; and the puuctilious observance oj inese 
was the very thing which bad long been denominated 





rezhteousness io the language of the Jews. 
it was vatural for the apostle to adopt the language 
then in use, while exposing the worthlessness of the 


‘prevailing kind of religion. Nor is it strange that be 








should fréquently advert to the subject; for so vener- 


'two Universalist Preachers, and enough believers in 
the doctrine and liberal minded men of other orders, to 


| choose, at the first balloting, a Universalist Chaplain. 


Will our adversaries allow us to exclaim, in language 
which they are daily uttering, in substance? Vox 
populi, Vox Dei—'The voice of the people, is the voice 
of God. ) 

We do not publish these things by way of triumph ; 
but as the puplic recognition of oyr undeniable right, 
in one of the most enlightened States, in the Union.— 
For notwithstanding the local situation of Vermont, the 
depth of its valleys and the loftiness of its mountains, 
we hesitate not to say that the inhabitants of that fer- 
tile, healthful and important section of the country, are 
as enterprising and enlightened, as those of any other 
parts, with whose intellectual character, we have be- 
come acquainted. 





New Association, 


The Universalist Brethren at Chatanque, (N. Y.) 
and its vicinity, convened on the 20th July last, and 
formed the Chatauque Association. Its first session is 
to be holden &t Ellicott, (N. Y¥.) on the first Wednes- 
| day and Thursday of September, 1826. 


NWOTICE. 


The Printing of the second edition of the **Inquiry,” 
ind**Answer to Mr. Sabine,” involved the author in 
debts to a considerable amount, which must now be 
paid. Those who have money in their hands, arising 
irom the sale of themt, would contera greal favor in 
immediately remitting it, that he may discharge them 
houorably. W. BALFOUR. 
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FOR THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE, 
REPLY TO “AN HONEST INQUIRER,” 

Whose communication was published in our last. 

Sir,--You do yourself much honor by your very can- 
lid remarks on the subject of future recompense, a: 
that subject has been represented in some of my writ- 
You appear very ingenuous in acknowledging 
the rationality of the proposition, as by me stated; 
acd on my part I am very free to allow, that, however: 
plausible a proposition may, al first view, appear to us, 
it well becomes christian humility to regard such pro- 
position with every scruple which the divine testimo- 
uy necessarily suggests. There is, sir, another con- 
sideration, relative to subjects like the one under ex- 
amination, to which, | think, some regard ought to be 
paid; and that is, when a proposition appears reason- 
able, and no other objection can be brought against it, 
only that a solitary passage of scripture appears to op- 
pose it,it. at least, deserves a question whether by the 
force of tradition, or some other cause, we have not 
contracted a wrong babit of construing such passage ” 

I presume that it did not occur to you, that the word 
resurrection in Luke xiv. 14, could possibly mean any 
thing but a resurrection from death toan immortal con- 
stitution and state. Of course you observe; “If there 
had been ambiguity in the phraseology of the above 
text, I should not have addressed you upon the sub- 


ings. 


ject.’ But the fact is, this word does not uniformly 
in the scriptures, apply to an immortal state, See 
Parkhurst on the Greek word: **Anastasis, from Anas- 
teemitorise. 1. A standing on the feet arain, or ris- 
ing, as opposed to falling. It occurs, though figura- 
tively, in this view, Luke ii. 34. 2. A rising or re- 
surrection of a dead body to !ife. Heb. xi. 35. 
parei. K. xvii. 21, 2. K. iv. 34, 3. A rising or re- 
surrection of the boty from the grave. Applied both 


to Christ, and to men in genersl, whether good or 
bad.” 


When Simeon said to the mother of Jesus, Luke ii. 
34, ‘**This child is set ior ‘he fall and rising(anasfasin ) 
again of many in Israel,” we have no reason to sup 


C'om- 


altogether probable. 


phrase, resurrection of the just. 


ly seen, that virtue for a season wears the yoke of op- 
pression, and that gennine worth is treated with con- 
temptuous neglect. 
the vaporings of ostentation! 
ample reward. Remember the triumphs of virtue, 
which raised Joseph, in Egypt, to authority and com- 
mand, and which rendered unto him the due recom- 
pense which corresponded to his sufferings and righte 
ousness. When ever genuine virtue triumphs over its 
enemies, then is the resurrection of the just, and then 
is his fall recompense received. 

You will be so good, sir, as to indulge some queries 
respecting the passage in Luke, which you quote, as 
your remarks apply it. Luke xiv. 13, 14, **But, when 
thou makest a feast, call the poor, the maimed, the 
lame, the blind; and thou shalt be blessed; for they 
cannot recompense thee ; for thou shalt be recom- 
peused at the resurrection of the just.” If this resur- 
rection mean a resurrection into an immortal state, | 
then ask what the recompense is to be ? 
can be called a recompense must correspond with that 


for which it isa recompense. _Is this recompense the 





Within the circle, of our observation, it is frequent- 





| 
i 
} 
} 


| 








smmortal state or constitution? or is it some peculiar ; that a youth is vicious, 


privilege which some in that state will enjoy, of which 
others will be destitut-? No one will contend that 
the immortal state and its general blessedness are to 
be obtained only by the rich, who are able to feed the 
poor, the maimed. the lame, the blind; for this would 
exclude all these from that blissful state. And what 
propriety could there be in supposing, that those who 
are able, in this world, to feed the poor, the maimed, 
the lame, the blind, who are to he forever exclude: 
from divine favor, are to be eternally rewarded with 
life and immortality therefor? But this idea never 
came into the mind of those who apply this text agree- 
ably to your remarks; and yet it is very evilent, that 
the recompense, spoken of in the text, is something 
which those who feed the poor, the maimed, the lame, 
the blind are to receive for so doing, not a recompense 
which these who are thus fed are to receive. It, 
therefore, appears evident, that if the recompense, 
mentioned in the text, be any thing which respecis 
the fature state of existence, it must be something 
which is not to be enjoyed by all the blessed in that 
state. The question then remains, what is this recom- 
pense tobe? It canuot be the resurrection itself, be- 
cause those poor people who are, in this world, fea by 
ihe rich, will, no doubt, some of them at least, be par- 
‘akers of that resurrection. It cannot be a permanent 
state of holiness, because those who are thus fed by the 
rich, in this world, may obtain this holiness. 

In this world, it is easy to see and understand how 
these who feed the poor, &c, enjoy a blessing and a 
cecompense of which the poor are destitute ; for ‘it is 
But in order 

rense into the eternal state, it will 
rant toso-e, ia heaven, enjoyments 


more blessed to give than to receive.” 
to carry this reco 
he necessary ‘oO 
of which other: can mev r partake; and, of course, 
this will give to some an infelicity from which others 
will be exemp. 

It has already been remarked, that whatever is a 
recompense must correscond wth that 
It din 


in mind and deliv 


for which itisa 
3s would keep this evident fact 
ezard it, they would aot, as they 


recompense, 


pose that he spake of a resurrection into an immortal | constantiv do.preposterous y hold up an immortal state 
state; but that he had reference to changes in the lof endless telieny as a recompense for momentary vir- 
condition of the house of Israel,in this mutabie state is | tucs practiced in this life. 


To understand the passage 


in Luke. as tradition has taught, to mean a recom- 


Being satisfied that this word,resurreci/on.'s variously | pense of endles- happiness in an ibamortal constitation, 
applied in the scriptures, it seems not unreasonable to | 1s to call that a recompense, which is infinitely great- 
suppose, that the Saviour, in giving necessary instruc- jer than that for which it is supposed to be a recom- 
tions, and in holding out suitable incentives to that | pense. 
genuine charity, which is free from ostentation, should on the subject of divine grace, 
signify that state or condition to which such modest | which is eternal life, our divines 
worth will most assuredly raise its votary, by the | good works entirely. 


And it is worthy of notice, that. when treating 


and the gilt of God, 


So they go on, confounding 


things which ought to be kept distinct, and contradict- | 


ing, when treating one subject, all which they contend 
for, when treating on another. 


Hoping these sugzestions may satisfy one who exer- | 
But how very transitory are all }cises the candor which appears in your communica-< 
We need not go into a | tion, they are submitted for your consideration, with | 
future state of existence before we can find virtue’s | sentiments of due respect, 


H. B. 
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THEOLOGICAL QUERIES, 


According to the christian theology, as laid down 
and maintained by our doctors, the virtues which are 
practiced in this mortal state are to be rewarded in 


the future state ; and the vices which are practised in 


this world are to be punished in another; and it is al-| 
{ 


so maintained that this is what the scriptures mean 
when they inform us. that God will render unto every 
man accordi:¢ to his works, 

Respecting this dortrine there arise many queries. 
Ifit be strictly true, why should any thing like recom- 


What ever | pense be enjoyed in this life, by those who live virtu- 


ously? Or why should most direful punishments be 
here inflicted on the wicked? Sometimes it happens 


but happily reforms, and lives 


exclude the merit of | 


a virtuous life. Will he be punished in the future 
state for the wrongs which he committed here, and 
then be rewarded for his virtues? or will the reward 
of his virtues come first, and the retributions for his 
wrongs follow ? On the other band, it sometimes hap- 
pens, that a virtuous youth becomes vicious and ends 
{his days in wickedness. Must he be punished in the 
{future world for his wrongs, and recompensed for hig 
virtues? As our divines contend that the punish- 
ments of the future world are strictly eternal, and that 





the rewards are so likewise, does it not involve the 
absurd proposition, that those who hace been virtuous 
part of their lives, and vicious the other part, will be 
forever blessed as a recompense of their good works, 
Another 
possible case presents us with a father and son, both 
are virtuous and as free from vice as the most pure of 
They depart this life at the same 
time; the father very aged, the son in tender youth, 
The question here occurs; If the father receive a state 
of endless happiness for his good deeds here, will the 
son receive just as much for this few days of virtue as 


H. B, 


and forever punished for their wickedness ? 


our imperfect race. 


will the father fora long life of righteousness ? 





To our Readers. 


We would make an Apology for the length of the 
Extract from Mr. Balfour's Reply, did we not think it 
too interesting to allow its being tedious to anv one.— 
It is to be continued ; but the additional remarks have 
never been published ; and we doubt not thai they 
will prove a valuable acquisition.— Edilors. 


— 6p = 
Dedications. 


| The Universalist Meeting House, in Vantucket, was 
Dedicated on inst. Sermon by Rev. Josuva 
FLAGG, from Gen. xxviii. 17. 


od. 
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The Universalian Meeting House lately erected in 
the township of Brookivn, Susquehanna connty, Pa. 
will be opened for dedication on Thursday the 17th of 
Nov. next. Exercises te commence at 11 o'clock fore- 
‘noon. It willbe very acceptable to see our Brethren 
from a distance,—Axamuner. 

a 2S 

Fire.-—About 1 o’clock on Thursday morning last, 
15 to 20 buildiugs were destroyed. ‘ihe princi- 
pal sufferer, we understand, was the Hon. Peter C, 
Brooks, whose loss is estimated from 75 to 100.000 dls, 
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MARRIED IN THIS CITY, 

By Rev. P. Dean, Mr. "ufus Russell to Miss Mary 
Fisher. 

Mr. Joseph Thayer to Mics Lydia King Beers. 
Charles Arnold to Miss Elizabeth Harris Whalan. 


Mr. 


DIED IN THIs CITY, 





The Hon, War. GRAY, in the 75th year of his age.-- 
Mrs. Haunab, the wife of Levi Melcher, in her 48th 
i year. 

| 2d. inst. Mrs. Sally Dennison, wife of Mr. Jonathan 
D. aged 33 years, formerly of Gloucester, Mass. She 
retained ber senses to the last, and expired in full as- 
surance of God's Universal Goodness, which belief 
was as an anchor to her soul sure and steadfast. 


—_— 


In Carver, Mass. Swanzy Hart, (Murdock) an in- 
dostrious, hovest and respectable man of color. He 
faithfully served as a soldier during the whole of the 
revolutionary war, and made a prudent use of the 
small pittance which testified a nation’s gratitude. 


In Groton, Mrs. Lydia, wife of bea. Timothy Stone, 
‘aged 52. She wasa faithful and affectionate compan- 
ion, a kind and tender mother, and an obliging neigh- 
-bor. The poor were often blessed by her liberality, 
and the sick shared her sympathies and assistance.— 
Her disease was that of a cancer, which troubled her 
long and severely. It was once removed bya surgical 
operation. All her pains were endured with christian 
fortitude and resignation. A loving busband and af- 
‘fectionate children deeply lamented her loss. Oe" The 
' Editors of the Boston Patriot; and Eastern Argus, Port: 
dand, are requested lo insert the above tn theur papers. 
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